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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 4, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Komenda et al. (US 6,592,387). 

Komenda discloses a spring-loaded assembly for coupling a connector (710) to a 
computer component comprising: an assembly housing (720,726) operable to receive a 
portion of a screw (716) used to couple the connector to a chassis (720,726) of an 
information handling system, so that the assembly housing is located in a first plane and 
the connector is located in a second plane (see following figure), the first plane offset 
from and generally parallel to the second plane (see following figure); a sliding block 
(714) disposed in the assembly housing and operably engaged with the screw, the 
sliding block operable to linearly translate the connector between a first position and a 
second position within the second plane; and a spring (722) placed between the sliding 
block and at least one wall of the assembly housing, the spring disposed within the first 
plane and operable to provide an axial force to bias the connector towards the first 
position, whereby coupling the connector to the computer component causes the 



Application/Control Number: 10/828,617 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2833 

connector to move to a connected position intermediate the first position and the second 
position. 




Regarding claim 4, Komenda discloses the spring-loaded assembly being formed 
on a portion of the chassis of an information handling system. 

Regarding claim 7, Komenda discloses wherein the axial force comprising a 
connector insertion force. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Villiers et 
al. (US 5,318,455). 

Villiers discloses a spring-loaded assembly for coupling a connector (1) to a 
computer component comprising: an assembly housing (4) operable to receive a portion 
of a screw (18) used to couple the connector to a chassis (by 2) of an information 
handling system, so that the assembly housing is located in a first plane and the 
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connector is located in a second plane (see following Figure), the first plane offset from 
and generally parallel to the second plane (see following figure); a sliding block (3) 
disposed in the assembly housing and operably engaged with the screw, the sliding 
block operable to move the connector between a first position and a second position; 
and a spring (12) placed between the sliding block and at least one wall of the assembly 
housing, the spring operable provides an axial force to bias the connector to a first 
position, whereby coupling the connector to the computer component causes the 
connector to move to a connected position intermediate the first and second position. 

first plane 
second plane 
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Regarding claim 2, Villiers discloses an extension member (6) coupled to and 
extending from the block, the extension member operable to guide the movement of the 
spring. 

Regarding claim 3, Villiers discloses an end stop (at 1 1 ) coupled to the assembly 
wall adjacent the spring, the end stop operable to interact with the extension member to 
fix the position of the second position. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6, 8-12 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Komenda. 

Regarding claim 6, Komenda discloses substantially the claimed invention except 
for the specific connector. However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a know connector, such as a 
modified SATA connector in order to provide good performance while reducing cost. 

Regarding claim 8, Komenda discloses substantially the claimed invention except 
for the memory coupled to a processor. However, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
connector and spring loaded assembly of Komenda within know systems, such as an 
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information handling system with a memory coupled to a processor in order to provide a 
reliable and efficient electrical connection to the information handling system. 

Regarding claims 9, Komenda discloses substantially the claimed invention 
except for the computer component being a hard disk drive However, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use the connector and spring loaded assembly of Komenda to connect to a know 
computer component, such as a hard disk drive, in order to provide a reliable and 
efficient electrical connection to the hard disk drive. 

Regarding claim 10, Komenda discloses substantially the claimed invention 
except for the specific connector. However, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a know connector, 
such as a modified SATA connector in order to provide good performance while 
reducing cost. 

Regarding claim 11, Komenda discloses the connected position varying based 
on variations in manufacturing tolerances of the computer component. 

Regarding claim 12, Komenda discloses the spring-loaded assembly further 
comprises a guide pin (702) operable to align the electrical contacts of the connector 
with the mated electrical contacts of the computer component. 

Regarding claims 19-24, Komenda discloses the method claimed. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 07/31/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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In response to Applicant's argument (on Komenda) regarding elements 720 and 
726, please note that the combination of these elements define the housing. 

In response to Applicant's argument that the mounting plate is not housed within 
elements 720 and 726, please note that at least when the mounted plate is pushed 
backwards (right in Fig. 7) the mounting plate is within the housing (see following 
figure). 




In response to Applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., the spring being housed within the housing) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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In response to Applicant's argument that "sliding block 714 is not disposed in a 
plane parallel to the planes identified by the examiner", it is noted that such feature is 
not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In response to Applicant's argument that the Villiers fail to show certain features 
of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., the 
constrained translation) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Please note that the claim only requires "operable to linearly translate the connector 
between a first and a second position". If Villiers allows six degrees of freedom, it will 
also allow linear translation. 

In response to Applicant's argument that "the Examiner failed to cite Komenda 
properly and with sufficient specificity... to allow Applicant to adequately respond to the 
rejections", it is first noted that Applicant has not pointed out that Komenda lacks any 
particular element in claims 6, 8-12 and 19-24. It is also note that all of the limitations of 
claims 6,8-12 and 19-24 are discussed in the explanation on each particular claim as 
well as the explanation on previously discussed claims. Taking claim 19 as an 
example, please note that the limitations of claim 19 have been substantially discussed 
previously, for example with respect to claim 1. Furthermore, the discussion on claim 8 
explains those limitations not discussed regarding claim 1 . If applicable, Applicant 



Application/Control Number: 10/828,617 



Page 9 



Art Unit: 2833 

should point out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. 

In response to Applicants argument that Komenda does not disclose "the 
positioning of the 1) assembly housing, 2) sliding block, and 3) spring elements in a first 
plane that is "offset from and generally parallel to the second plane" in which "the 
connector is located", please refer to the figure shown in the discussion of claim 1 (over 
Komenda) in which such positioning is shown. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Felix 0. Figueroa whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 2003. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 10:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula A. Bradley can be reached on (571) 272-2800 Ext. 33. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. For more information about the 
PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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